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REV. DANIEL RICE, р.р. CRAWFORDSVILLE, IND., Oct. 23, 1869 
The interest awakened in the Synod by your excellent sermon on the 
Resurrection of Christ, led to the appointment of a committee to express to you 
their thanks, and to request a copy for publication, which we Боре you will 
consent to furnish on behalf of the Synod of Wabash. 


JOSEPH F. TUTTLE, | 
E. 0. HOVEY, Committee. 
JAMES T. CHUTE, 


REV. JOSEPH F. TUTTLE, D. D., ) 
REV. Е. 0. НОУКУХ, D. D., Committee of Synod. 
ELDER JAMES T, CHUTE, j 

Dear BRRTHREN: 

Trusting that the sermon to which the Synod gave so favorable a hearing 
—and concerning which you express so charitable a judgment—may aid some 
careless readers of sceptical books to detect their fallacies; and see more clear- 
| ly the sure and broad foundations of the Christian Faith; I, accede to your 
courteous request, in behalf of the Synod, to furnish a copy for publication. 

г With grateful trust in а risen Savior, 
Fraternally Yours, 
Danie. Rics. 


The Resurrection of Christ among the Sceptics. 


1 Cor. XV, 14.—" And if Christ be not risen then is our preaching 
vain, and your faith is also vain." 

In these words Paul stakes the whole worth or worthless- 
ness of Christianity on the truth of the Resurrection Nar- 
rative. He always did, in all his preaching, and in all his 
letters. It was the vision of the risen Saviour, that first 
enthroned Christ in his heart as his Lord and Redeemer, on 
his way to Damascus. It was the glad tidings he preached 
at Antioch, ‘That the promise which was made to the få- 
thers, God hath fulfilled the same unto us their children, in 
that he hath raised up Jesus again.” It was the question, 
“of one Jesus who was dead, whom Paul affirmed to be 
alive,” that took him to Rome, when he died a martyr to 
this faith. And to the Romans, it was his unanswerable 
proof of the truth of the Gospel he preached, that, Jesus 
was “declared to be the Son of God, with power according 
to the’spirit of holiness, by the resurrection from the dead.” 

On this same truth also, the other apostles hung all their 
faith, on that memorable occasion of the pentecostal tri- 
umphs of Christianity. 

“This Jesus hath God raised up, whereof we are witness- 
es,” proclaimed Peter to the assembled multitudes. “ And 
killed the prince of life, whom God hath raised from the 
dead, whereof we are witnesses,” said Peter and John, as 
they healed the lame man. “The God of our fathers raised 
up Jesus whom ye slew and hanged on а ее,” said Peter 
and the other apostles, as they were on trial before the San- 
hedrim. And, we are told, “with great power gave the 
apostles witness of the resurrection of the Lord Jesus, and 
great grace was upon them all.” 

As then, so now, this is the Gibraltar of the Christian 
faith. And it furnishes an occasion for rejoicing, to the 
christian believer, that the great leaders of unbelief are 
centering their attack upon this impregnable, and immova- 
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ble fortress. In the growing light, they see, if this cannot 
be leveled, then christianity is unconquerable and divine. 
They go back once more to try their strength on the battle- 
field of the first century; the battlefield of the apostolic 
victories. And Auberlen has well said on our text; ‘As 
before in Thessalonica so now in Corinth we find opponents 
of the truth, who are as like those of our day, as any man 
resembles his brother. The apostle himself therefore in an- 
swering the former has answered the latter too.” 


Then also all the unanswerable objections to the possibili- 
ty, and to the actual occurrence of miracles are shattered to 
atoms; for the Resurrection of Christ, if it occurred, is ack- 
nowledged, on all hands, to be the grandest of all miracles. 

“It teaches us to expect that as Christianity sends out its 
light into the whole world’s darkness, and awakens the fullest 
intellectual activity of the world, that the number of those 
who say “we will not have this man to reign over us,” will | 
be greatly increased; that the hosts of unbelief, in open and 
avowed disloyalty to Christ will be more multitudinous, that 
the struggle will grow more earnest and desperate, that Sa- 
tan will have great wrath because he knoweth that he hath 
but a short time.” Both Revelation and History seem to 
foreshadow the final conflict as the greatest, world-wide, in- 
tense, and deadly ; but overwhelmingly decisive. 

“ There is’ says an earnest writer in the British Quarterly 
Review, “coming upon the church a current of doubts deep- 
er far, and darker than ever swelled against her before, a 
current strong in learning, crested with genius, strenuous 
yet calm in progress. It seems, the last grand trial of the 
truth of our faith.” It is not a struggle however to be dread- 
ed,for Auberlen has said again as truly as profoundly, “every 
sort of error must in the Kingdom of God, finally serve to 
bring out the truth more fully and in greater breadth.” 

But those who contend for the faith, need rightly to ¢on- 
ceive of the strength and the weapons of those who would 
destroy it. 

A motley throng are combining in their onset. Socinians, | 
Deists, Pantheists, Atheists, are gathering on the same battle- 


field. 
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But the conflict is not yet ended. The Gospel itself, fore- 
shadows the struggle of faith and unbelief, as the great 
struggle of every human heart; of every new generation; 
and at length, as its empire grows, of the whole human race. 


If you more closely scan the crowd you behold uneducat- 
ed masses, that still read Paine and Voltaire: men of sci- 
ence like Darwin, who theorize man’s origin to be a growth 
through millions of ages from а molecule to the ape and 
from the ape to the man ; thinkers in philosophy, like Her- 
bert Spencer, who start out with the assumption that the 
Bible is a mythology; Historians like Buckle, who select 
and generalize facts to sustain a foregone conclusion; Ra- 
tionalists like Strauss and the sceptical school of German 
Commentators; Romance writers like Renan who recon- 
struct christianity and write a life of Jesus after their own 
fancy. While “оп the outskirts of the fight, hang cloudy 
and uncertain, а small but select band, whose waving serge 
is surmounted by the dark and lofty crest of Carlyle and 
Emerson.” “ Their swords are a thousand, their purposes are 
various. In this however all agree that Christianity and the 
Bible ought to go down.” 

Some, indeed, there are, that blaspheme Christianity, re- 
peating the old infidel cry, “Crush the wretch ;” or echoing 
the words of the Boston Radical, “ It is time to let Jesus 
rest; Jesus is made a stumbling block to the generation; we 
do not wish to hear any more about Jesus,” or joining in 
the benediction of Lucretia Mott, “ To the Christ that was 
never crucified, the Christ that never sinned, and the Christ 
that never died, I commend уои; or applauding the words 
of the Rev. Samuel Johnson, “ The spirit has something 
better in store for mankind, than to hang fast on one historic 
name ;” or in glorying іп the boast of Francis Е. Abbott, 
that “Free religion has no church to maintain, no rites of 
worship to perform, no Bible to believe, and no Christ to 
obey.” 

But this class can do little to unsettle the faith of the world 
in Christianity. Their arguments are not of the intellect, 
but of the heart: Their eyes are so blind to the glories of 
Christ, and their hearts are so dead to his loveliness, that they 
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can only lead away from him into a deeper darkness those 
who love it better than the light, and will not come to him 
that they may have life. 

But to every skeptic of whatever class, who is open to con- 
viction, by the force of logic and the weight of evidence, if 
it be proven to his faith that Christ has risen, then to him 
Christianity is true and is divine. This was the argument 
that revolutionized the faith of Saul of Tarsus. The res- 
urrection is а seal that could be stamped upon Christianity 
only by God himself who cannot lie. By this, Christ’s tes- 
timonies are ай confirmed as a true witness from God; His 
prediction that he should rise the third day, and with this all 
his predictions ; His testimony to the truth of the old Testa- 
ment, that the words of its prophecy are the Holy Spirit’s 
utterance; that they speak of Christ; that the Scripture 
cannot be broken; that not one word or tittle can pass from 
its Law, till all be fulfilled: His testimony to the truth of 
the new Testament narrative: because his promise is con- 
firmed, that He would send them the Holy Spirit, and that 
He should guide them into all truth; that He should both 
bring all things to their remembrance, whatsoever they had 
heard of him, and that He should show them things to come ; 
in this manner guaranteeing an inspired Gospel, and a divine 
Revelation. And so his testimony becomes by itself the one 
authoritative, unanswerable proof, that the Bible is God’s 
Revelation, and, therefore, when rightly understood, cannot 
be contradicted by the Book of Nature, but must be in har- 
mony with it. 

Furthermore, the Resurrection also, if it did take place, 
eonfirms all his testimonies and all the Bible testimonies 
with regard to himself. It thus proves that He is “ the Son 
of God ;” that He was “ before Abraham ;” that He “ was, 
in the beginning with God;” that He was, “ one with the 
Father ;” that He “ gave His life a ransom for тапу; and 
that He Himself, their risen Saviour, will be with His disci- 
ples to the end of the world. Then also, ай the unanswer- 
able objections to the possibility and to the actual occurrence 
of miracles, are shattered to atoms, for the resurrection of 
Christ, if it occurred, is acknowledged on all hands to be the 
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greatest of ай miracles. Then also are all his affirmations, 
authentic, final, and decisive, with regard to the Spirit world; 
the existence of Satan and evil spirits; the soul’s immortal- 
ity ; The resurrection of all who are in their graves; the 
reality of heaven and hell; and the conditions of salvation. 
Then Christianity is divine; is the world’s hope, and the 
world’s only hope. “ For Christianity is nothing else than 
‘the fact and the message that in the death of Christ, the sin 
of the world is expiated and taken away, and in His resur- 
rection a new life of the spirit and of glory is restored. 
Christ, the crucified and risen, is the foundation of the 
Christian Church. If Christ is not risen, it is not this or 
that point in Christianty, but Christianity itself that goes.” 
Therefore as I have remarked, it is cause for joy that the 
leaders of scepticism are centering their attacks against the 
central strength, and the immovable foundation of Christ- 
ianity,—the Resurrection of Christ. 

But what provokes the attacks? Is it because of any de- 
ficiency of evidence, or because of contradictions that are be- 
lieved to exist in the resurrection narratives? Not mainly, 
scarcely at all. Only a scattering fire is occasionally directed 
to these, from those who rely on other attacks to carry the 
citadel. This battle has been fought; really fought and won. 
More than a century ago Gilbert West and Lord Littleton, 
two learned infidels, agreed that they would study thoroughly, 
the narratives of the Resurrection and the conversion of 
Paul; and then, from the weak points in these narratives, 
they would prove, not by the use of any false reasoning, but 
by unanswerable arguments, that the Gospels were not true. 
They did study them earnestly, and with the aid of every- 
thing that had been written against them that was within 
their reach. And what was the result? Instead of their 
conquering the narratives, the narratives conquered them ; 
and they wrote those two books, published together by the 
American Tract Society, which have never been answered ; 
showing that it is impossible to account for the narratives as 
they read, or any other theory, than their truth. The ap- 
parent contradictions all resolved themselves into unmistak- 
able harmonies. 
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« Daniel Webster, who possessed а wonderful faculty of 
detecting, both from the substance-matter, and manner of 
expression, what was true and false in testimony, after ex- 
amining the statements of the Evangelists, was so strongly 
convinced of the truth of the events narrated, that he con- 
templated writing himself, a book on the evidences of 
Christianity ; and was only hindered from executing it, by 
the multiplicity of his other duties.” Dr. South, noted for 
his scholarly care, and caution in his statements, after re- 
viewing all the evidences in his possession, for and against, 
once exclaimed, “ A man who will not believe the resurrec- 
tion of Christ, upon such a statement of these facts, would 
not believe it, if he himself should rise from the dead.” 

Writes Dr. Arnold, whose name is a sufficient guarantee 
for the value of his testimony on such subjects, “ I have been 
used for many years to study the history of other times, and 
to examine, and to weigh the evidence of those who have 
written about them; and I know of no one fact in the his- 
tory of mankind, which is proved by better, and fuller evi- 
dence of every sort, to the understanding of a fair enquirer, 
than the great sign, which God has given us, that Christ 
died, and rose again from the dead.” In the presence of 
such testimonies, I need not take time to comment on the 
Record, familiar to you all. It is not through this gateway, 
that the citadel of the Christian faith, will ever be taken, by 
those, who'seek its destruction. 


But notwithstanding such a Record, Strauss, the boldest 
and most popular leader of all, in the whole School of Ra- 
tionalism, confesses, that if he cannot show that this Record 
of the Resurrection of Christ is mythological, his whole 
work, (entitled “ The Life of Jesus,’’) has been written in 
vain. 

But does he attempt to do it by a direct attack upon the 
Record? By no means. If Christ rose, his resurrection 
was a miracle. The Gospel narrative is а continuous Record 
of miracles. Strauss makes his direct attack on miracles. 
He starts with the assumption that a miracle has never oc- 
curred ; and if this be shown, then it follows, that though 
there was no Resurrection of Christ, since the resurection 
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of Christ, had it occurred, would have been a miracle. He 
italicizes the words in his ргейасе--“ He who wants to clear 
the parsons out of the church, must first clear miracles out of 
religion.” Не writes in conclusion, “ We now know for cer- 
tainty, at least, what Jesus was not, and what Не did not о; 
namely nothing superhuman, nothing supernatural; it will 
now be possible for us to give at least, some outline of what 
He was, and what He wanted to do,” 

Says Lecky in his history of Rationalism, “ The idea of 
the miraculous [in Christianity], which a superficial observer 
might have once deemed its most prominent characteristic, 
has been driven from almost all its entrenchments, and now, 
quivers faintly, and feebly, through the mist of 1800 years.” 
All the schools of scepticism are now following in this wake. 

Says Renan, the popular leader of the French School of 
Romance, “ The first twelve chapters of the Acts аге a tissue 
of miracles. It is an absolute Rule of criticism,” [Rule of 
sceptical criticism], to deny a place in history to narratives 
of miraculous circumstances.” 

Prof. Powell, in the seven essays and reviews, the com- 
bined -work of seven leaders in the school of English scep- 
tical thought, virtually says, that it is impossible for a 
trained scholar, and a profound thinker to believe in mira- 
cles. 

Yet these leaders by no means agree as to the grounds of 
their disbelief in miracles. With Strauss it is little more 
than an assumption, growing out of his pantheism, or denial 
of a personal God. Не says, “ God is not the personal, 
but the infinite personifying himself ;” and if no personal 
God, then of course no miracles. Lecky argues, because the 
world has ceased to believe in witchcraft, and in the miracles 
of the Roman Catholic Church, with growing light, it will 
reject the Bible miracles. Renan says, “ If a single mira- 
cle had ever been proved, we could not reject in a mass, all 
those of ancient history.” But 1800 years is too wide a 
gulf to cross for proof. “ A miracle at Paris, for instance,” 
he says, “ before experienced Savants, would put an end to 
all debate.” While Prof. Powell affirms we ought not to be- 
lieve a miracle on any evidence. He writes, “ From the 
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nature of our antecedent convictions, the probability of some 
kind of mistake, or deception somewhere, though we know 
not where, is greater than the probability of the event, hap- 
pening in the way, and from the causes assigned. 


Such as these are the demonstrations that the Resurrec- 
tion of Christ is a fable. They seek to disprove it by dis- 
proving the occurrence of any such thing asa miracle. But 
do such theories disprove miracles? They may assume their 
falsehood, or deny their occurrence, but the theories them- 
selves contradict, and so disprove each other. Has any man 
proved that God is not a person? Or that a personal God 
cannot work a miracle? And if He can, that He never 
has? If He created the world, THAT was а miracle. If 
He has redeemed this world, may He not have wrought an- 
other ? If a man, because he has a will, and is created a 
free agent in the image of God, can suspend the law of 
gravity, one of Nature’s fixed and immovable laws, by lift- 
ing His arm; can_ make all the laws of Nature servants of 
His will ; is it absurd to suppose that God can hold the per- 
‘fect control of all these laws in his own right hand. That 
He is neither a slave, having His limbs bound fast by any 
chains of fate, and can give to the world and the universe, 
this proof that He is the living God; nor encased, motion- 
less and helpless in his own creation, like a petrifaction in 
the solid rock? If not, then miracles may have occurred ; 
and the only question is the question of evidence ; and we 
come back to the unanswerable Gospel Record. 

But the believers in Christianity do not merely stand on 
the defensive. While the fortress of their faith із an impreg- 
па е Gibraltar; in the very stronghold of scepticism, there 
are magazines of explosive errors, which need but to be 
reached by the kindling sparks of truth in order that those 
strongholds may be crumbled to the dust. They seek to 
disprove the Resurrection of Christ, and in order to succeed 
they must admit the occurrence of greater miracles than they 
disprove. If there was no resurrection, what is the history 
of Christianity itself, but an unaccountable miracle? What 
is the life of Christ in the world’s history, but the greatest 
of all miracles, “ Our enemies themselves being judges ? ” 
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Says Schaaf, the distinguished German historian, ‘ Jesus, 
of Nazareth, is the one absolute, and unaccountable excep- 
tion to the universal experience of mankind. He is the great 
central miracle of the whole Gospel history. It would be 
the greatest miracle indeed, if He, whois a miracle Him- 
self should have performed no miracles.” Nearly 1800 years 
ago, wrote Ignatius, one of the Apostolic Fathers, “ The 
grandeur of Christianity is seen in the fact, that Christ is 
the centre of history; And Christ has been growing on the 
world’s profoundest judgment, from that day to this. John 
Von-Muller, the learned Swiss historian, declared, that “ he 
read innumerable books, thought and studied for years, and 
all was confusion, until there flashed upon him the light that 
came from Jesus, and then, all was order.” “It was,” he 
says, “like a Sun, lighting up the earth and sky.” This but ac- 
cords with Christ?s own words. “І am the light of world,” 
and “ The Son of man, came down from heaven.” Believe 
me that I am in the Father, and the Father in me, or else 
believe me for the very works sake. If I do not the works 
of my Father believe me not. 


But is this the testimony of believers only? ‘ What lies 
in the fact that we reckon the years from the birth of Christ, 
which in reality places the whole of modern history under 
the leadership of the Nazarene?’ And how comes it to pass 
that when abolished in the nineteenth century, by France, 
the nation that undertook to lead Christendom, even that 
nation has been compelled to restore this chronology again ; 
which is now sure to become the, chronology of the world, 
which is already following the lead of Christendom. 
Even Hegel finds in Christ “ the turning point of time.” 
Carlyle, the hero worshipper, calls him “ the nameless опе.” 
Goethe, the great German poet, who hag also been called 
the most worldly and self-sufficient of all modern poets, 
calls Christ “ the Divine Man,” “ The Holy One.” Jean 
Paul Richter, often times so profound in the loftiest concep- 
tions of genius, pays this homage to Jesus of Nazareth: “ He 
is the purest among the mighty, the mightiest of the pure, 
who with his pierced hand has raised empires from their 
foundations, turned the stream of history from its old chan- 
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nel, and still continues to rule and guide the ages.” Dr. 
Baur, the teacher of Strauss, the founder of the Tubingen 
School, whom Schaaf, designates as “the master of the 
modern critical school, and the ablest and most earnest 
scholar, among all rationalists and infidels’ after his 
life long study, remarks, “that the person of Christ re- 
mains a great mystery in history,” and concedes that the 
conversion of St. Paul could only be explained “ by the 
miracle of the resurrection.” 

Renan, though the statement contains one of the many 
logical contradictions in his illogical book, affirms Christ to 
be “the incomparable man, to whom the universal conscience 
has decreed the title of the Son of God, and that with jus- 
tice, since He caused religion to take a step in advance, in- 
comparably greater than any other in the past, and probably 
than any yet to соте” And this is the close of his Life of 
Jesus. “ Whatever may be the surprises of the future, 
Jesus will never be surpassed. His worship will grow young 
without ceasing; His legend will call forth tears without 
end; His sufferings will melt the noblest hearts; all ages 
will proclaim that among the sons of men there is none born 
greater than Jesus.” 

Again he says, “ All history is incomprehensible without 
Him.” ‘He created the object, and fixed the starting point 
of the future fate of humanity.” Now I ask was such a be- 
ing, whose life has won such an homage from those who were 
not his disciples, no miracle in the world’s history? Was 
he merely a man like another man ; a mere out growth of the 
same laws that produce other men? Then why is He the 
centre of history? and why may not another man surpass 
Him? But if on the other hand His life was a miracle why 
should not his resurrection be another? This a question for 
the sceptic to answer. 

But, says Strauss, His life was not according to the Record. 
He was indeed a man to whom we must assign the very first 
rank among religious teachers and founders of new religions, 
but his disciples, by the narration of myths, or religious 
fables, which make up a large part of the Gospels, have 
greatly exaggerated his greatness. The Christ of Christ- 
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ianity, of the New Testament, is the ¿deal Christ of His dis- 
ciples, pictured in the Gospel narratives. Strip these of all 
their myths or fables ; of all the sayings, put into the mouth 
of Jesus, by His too fond and credulous disciples, and He 
becomes like another man. In this view also Renan but fol. 
lows Strauss. 

But if this be true where did the disciples get this ideal 
of a perfect Christ, and a perfect Christianity, which never 
before dawned on the mind of old Homer, king of poets, nor 
of Plato, prince of philosophers, nor of any of the world’s 
greatest poets and philosophers, from the beginning until 
now. For even Strauss and Renan admit that His doc- 
trine and life, as narrated, not only rise far above his age 
and nation, but have never been surpassed or equalled since, 
and probably never will be. And Renan, in another of his 
self-contradictions says of Jesus, “ We shall the better under- 
stand how grand he was, when we shall see how paltry were 
his disciples. Mean, narrow, ignorant, inexperienced, they 
were, ав much as it was possible for them to be. Their sim- 
plicity of mind was extreme; their credulity knew no 
bounds.” And will such disciples then, create the ideal 
Jesus. 

In another place, by another self-contradiction, Renan 
himself says, “ Far from having been created by his dis- 
ciples. Jesus appears in all things superior to His disciples. 
They, St. Paul and St. John excepted, were men without 
talent, and without genius. St. Paul himself bears no com- 
parison with Jesus.” ‘Upon the whole, the character of 
Jesus instead of having been embellished by his disciples 
has been belittled by them.” “Oh, consistency thou art 
а jewel.” The German Herder, aptly says, “ Have the 
fishermen of Galilee formed such a history. Then blessed 
be their memory that they have formed it.” 

The Rationalists themselves, have furnished many of the 
most conclusive answers to each others errors. They under- 
mine each others foundations, when they would establish 
their own. Theodore Parker, thus annihilates this theory of 
Strauss: “ Measure Jesus by the shadow He has cast into 
the world; по, by Ше light He has shed upon it. Shall we 
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be told such a man never lived? The whole story is a lie ? 
Suppose that Plato and Newton never lived. But who did 
their works and thought their thoughts? It takes a Newton 
to forge a Newton. What man could have fabricated a 
Jesus? None but a Jesus.” 

The eloquent, but unstable, and some times infidel, Ros- 
seau writes, ‘ Peruse the works of our philosophers, with all 
their pomp and diction, how mean, how contemptible are 
they, compared with the scriptures! Is it possible that a 
book, at once so sensible and so sublime, should be merely 
the work of man. Is it possible that the sacred personage 
whose history it contains, should be himself a mere man?” 
And after comparing him with Socrates, he adds, “ If the 
life and death of Socrates were those of a sage, the life and 
death of Jesus are those of a God.” 

Napoleon, in one of the most remarkable passages, on the 
unrivaled grandeur of Christ and Christianity, that has ever 
been penned, uttered from the solitary musings of those days 
of intense mental activity in St. Helena, all of which but for 
its length, I should love to quote, said to General Bertrand, 
“I know men, and І tell you Jesus Christ isnot а шап.” 
« The death of Christ—it is the death of God.” “If you 
do not perceive that Jesus Christ is God, very well, then I 
did wrong to make you a general.” 

Therefore, again, because we have such an ideal in the 
New Testament there must have lived such a Jesus to create 
it. And because we have such a life stamped on the pages 
of the world’s history, there must have been such a life, de- 
veloped amidst the world’s activities. And if such a Jesus 
lived, his life was the grandest of miracles, and his resur- 
rection was his own predicted seal. ‘ Destroy this temple 

and in three days I will raise it up.” 

But this is not the end of the difficulties with scepticism. 
There remains still other questions, at least no less difficult, 
to be answered. How comes to pass this record of the res- 
urrection? How came it to be written, to be believed, to be 
preached ? 

Strauss says, “ Christ did really die, but his resurrection 
was a vision. His disciples were excited, and believed they 
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saw their master reappear. But it was a great mistake on 
their part. It was only a hallucination. Paul had his vis- 
ions. So did Peter and John, and so did Mary Magdelene, 
who was subject to nervous disorders.” 

Renan says, in his book on the Apostles, “ The glory of 
the resurrection belongs to Mary, of Magdala. Her great 
womanly affirmation: “ Не has risen,’ has been the basis of 
the faith of humanity. Away impotent reason! Apply no 
cold analysis to this master piece of idealism and of love. If 
wisdom refuses to console this poor human race, betrayed by 
fate, let folly attempt the enterprise. Where is the sage, 
who has given the world as much joy as this possessed Mary, 
of Magdala.” 

Again, in his Life of Jesus, he says, ‘‘ Whether his body 
was taken from the tomb, or a credulous enthusiasm created 
the story of the resurrection we may never know. We 
may say, however, that the strong imagination of Mary 
Magdalene here enacted a principal part. Divine power of 
love! Sacred moments in which the passion of a halluci- 
nated woman gives to to the world a Resurrected God.” 


The answer is a dilemma with two horns, either of which 
is equally fatal to him that chooses it. Either the Apostles 
intended to deceive others, or, they were deceived themselves. 
Suppose first they intended to deceive, and fabricated the 
story of the resurrection. Then comes back the old charge, 
of imposture ; a charge which German Rationalism repudi- 
ates, because it makes the purest code of morals, the world 
has ever witnessed spring from a lie, and if this were possible 
men could gather figs of thistles ; because it makes *mpostors 
give up all to teach men holy lives ; because they seal their 
testimony with their blood, without any motive, if they 
knew that testimony to be a falsehood; because they die 
not for themselves, but for one who had deceived and betrayed 
them, if so be, they knew He did not rise from the dead. 
And these miracles are to be believed against proof, 

Says Goethe, “ The mighty power of these books, and their 
accounts, has been tested, and proved. They have overcome 
paganism ; they have conquered Greece, Rome and barbar- 
ous Europe ; they are on the way of conquering the world. 
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And the sincerity of the authors is no less certain than the 
power of the books. We may contest the learning and critica] 
sagacity of the first historians of Jesus Christ, but it is im- 
possible to contest their good faith; it shines from their 
words ; they believed what they say; they sealed their as- 
sertions with their blood.” 

Dr. Baur says, “ For the faith of the disciples, the rising 
of Jesus, became a thing of the greatest and most incontro- 
vertible certainty.” And one of his disciples writes, “ It is 
one of the most certain facts in history, that Jesus who was 
crucified, appeared in glory to his disciples; interpret the 
fact as we may, in this sense or the other, or even if we can- 
not comprehend it at all, and never will perfectly understand 
it.’ Yet Renan, who affirms the Evangelical morality to be 
“ the highest creation which has emanated from the human 
conscience, the most beautiful code of perfect life, that any 
moralist has traced,” and declares that Jesus “ has fixed for 
eternity the idea of the true worship ;”’ with another of his 
logical contradictions, revives this charge of imposture with 
regard both to Jesus and his disciples. He insinuates it, 
and then acknoledges no obligation thus assumed to prove it. 
He says, “If the entire little church had been assembled on 
the morn of the Resurrection, the legendary creation would 
have been impossible! Those who knew the secret of the 
disappearance of the body would probably have protested 
against the error.” And again, “It is possible that the 
body was taken away by some of the disciples and carried 
into Galilee.” And, of Christ, he says, “‘ Jesus was a thau- 
maturgist, only at a late period, and against ви.” « He 
was a miracle-worker in spite of himself.” « He suffered 
the miracles which public opinion demanded of him, rather 
than perform them.” “Lazarus and his sisters may have 
aided him in the performance of one.” In other words he 
was an impostor. All this Renan says in the teeth of the 
appeal Christ made to his miracles as the decisive proof of 
his divine mission, and concerning the man to whom he af- 
firms the universal conscience, has decreed the title—the 
Son of God, and with justice.” Such is Renan’s recon- 
struction of the ideal Christ, that has never been andishall 
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never be surpassed. Was not one of his ablest reviewers 
warranted in saying, “ In passing judgment on such a гер- 
resentation, there is no need of circumlocution or euphemism. 
It is utterly disgraceful, and disingenuous. It assails the 
very honesty and credibility of Jesus. It is the essence of 
Jesuitism. The apology is as superficial as it is ignominious. 
The worst Ethics of the French stage cannot surpass it. 
Nobody but a Frenchman could still, after this, idolize his 
hero as the perfection of humanity?’ The translator of 
Lange’s Life of Christ, calls Renan’s Life of Jesus, “ the 
most deplorable literary mistake of the nineteenth century. 


We leave then, this horn of the dilemma, and turn to the 
other. The disciples honestly believed that Christ had 
risen, but they were deceived. Suppose this true, and what 
follows: 1. Not merely Mary Magdalene, mistook some 
phantasy of her brain for a sight of the real, risen Saviour , 
and not only Paul, when his most bitter enemy, had appear 
to him the same phantasy, but all the Apostles, and 
this on several different occasions ; and on one occasion more 
than five hundred at once. One man might see a ghost, as 
the result of a disordered imagination, but would twelve men ; 
at different times; all at once; and not only twelve, but 
five hundred ; and this when there was no external ghost or 
spectre, to cause it? And, 2. They were men anticipating 
nothing of this kind, and they were “slow of heart to be- 
lieve ” it. Even Mary at the tomb, had no thought of any- 
thing when she saw Jesus, but of the gardener, and his re- 
moving the body. And when she reported the vision of the 
risen Saviour, her ‘‘ words seemed to the Apostles an idle 
tale, and they believed them not.” Dr. Baur says, it was 
the miracle of the resurrection, “ which alone could disperse 
the doubts of the older Apostles, which seemed to doom faith 
itself to the night of eternal death.” Thomas refused to 
believe his eyes, till he had felt with his fingers the print of 
the nails in his hand, and actually thrust his hand into his side; 
and then so overwhelming is the proof, with his doubts all an- 
nihilated, he cries out in rapture, ‘‘ My Lord, and my бой!” 
This same privilege had the other disciples; and John writes, 
“ That which our hands have handled of the word of life 
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declare we unto you! Furthermore he ate with them; and 
had long conversations with them, which are still on record ; 
and gave them their commission to the Gentile world, so un- 
like to them, but so like to him; and was seen to rise and 
disappear in the presence of them all. Did a disordered 
brain ever create such phantasies ! much more, five hundred 
brains at the same time? And yet, 3. They are now all at 
once, as fearless in their boldness, as they had been faint- 
hearted before. They were so sure, they were willing to 
stake their all on this one reality. They had not only seen, 
but handled the word of life. They not only believed, but 
knew that they had seen the Lord. They rested their faith 
оп “ many infallible proofs.” At once, at Jerusalem, where 
was the tomb, and where there was every possible means, 
and motive to detect the forgery ; or disprove the fact ; they 
bore testimony to the resurrection with such power, that the 
multitudes believed, and changed the whole course of their 
lives ; and joyfully parted with all their goods; and went to 
the martyrs’ stake, because they were so sure, of what they 
believed. Not only in their hearts, but in the preaching of 
the Apostles, every thing turned on the truth of the resur- 
rection. ‘If Christ is not risen, then is our preaching vain ; 
|. yea, we are found false witnesses for God.” Paul must вее 


| himself the risen Christ; and hear words from his own lips, 
ere he could be qualified to be the great Apostle to the Gen- 
tiles. 


Now, “ with а dead Christ, І do not ask what becomes of 
Christ himself; but what becomes of the Apostles ?” Their 
great central theme, on which they hung ай, was the resur- 
rection ; and this was a falsehood. And on this central false- 
hood they rested so firmly, that they made the vaults of their 
prison houses echo with the music of their gladness, at the 
midnight hour; and they built up a Christianity, by the 
preaching of this great central falsehood, that has made a 
Christendom ; that is ruling and lifting up the world; and 
redeeming the race: living and dying with the unfaltering 
conviction that they were strengthened and comforted, and 
made successful, by an inward consciousness, of a living 
presence, fulfilling the promise, “ Lo, I am with you always 
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unto the end of the world.” And this same consciousness 
has been the grand peculiarity of the Christian Church, from 
that day until now: “ Christ in us the hope of glory.’ 


Now mark! if the Apostles have lost the resurrection, 
then they have lost their Saviour, too. If this be a Це, then 
is Christ himself the hugest of all lies, and of all liars. His 
prediction of His resurrection is a falsehood. His affirma- 
tion that He was the Son of God is a falsehood. He never 
did a miracle. Не never died for the sins of the world. He 
deserved to be crucified, as an impostor and a blasphemer. 
The Bible of which he is the central glory is proved worth- 
less. The world has no Redeemer. Immortality is still in the 
dark. And all pretended divine Revelations are but a mock- 
ery of men’s hopes, and men’s miseries. This is the demon- 
stration of an iron logic, if the Apostles were deceived, and 
the resurrection is a falsehood. 

And not only this, but ай history is a falsehood, too. 
Archbishop Whately adopted Humes’ mode of sceptical rea- 
soning, in his “ Historic Doubts relative to Napoleon Bona- 
part,” and proved that if his arguments were valid, such a 
man never existed. So Dr. Wurms wrote a life of Luther, 
adopting Strauss’ mode of reasoning, in his “ Life of Jesus,” 
and showed if it was logical, then no man could prove that 
that there was ever a Martin Luther, such as we believe to 
be the leader of the Protestant Reformation. 


And Prof. Norton, іп his internal evidences of the Gospels, 
in the same way has conclusively proven, that Julius Caesar 
was never assassinated. Grant the assumptions of these 
sceptics with regard to the life of Christ, and you under- 
mine our faith in all history. And thus these fallacies dis- 
prove themselves. 

But do any thoughtful sceptical writers dare to say so 
much as this. By no means. They glory in the light of 
Christendom. They still hold on tothe church. They con- 
fess, that no other religion has ever given the world such a 
religion as Chirstianity. Is it asked, “ Why do you not de- 
clare bodly that these accounts are unhistorical?”’ “ Be- 
cause, sir, we are too cautious to do that. The investigations 
are not yet completed.” Even Renan says, “ Let us be- 
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ware that we are not accomplices in diminishing the sum 
total of virtue in the world; a result which would necessari- 
ly arise, were Christianity to be weakened. What indeed 
would we be without it? What would replace the noble in- 
stitutions to which it has given birth ?’’ Even Renan thus 
shrinks back, before he reaches the edge of the gulf into 
which he would plunge us; from whose life of Jesus, one 
has said, “ No one would ever infer that there was sin in the 
world, and that Christ came to save sinners.” 

And as significantly Strauss writes in the preface of his 
work, “ That it was not disigned for the laity, and that if 
they read it, it must be at their own hazard.” Even всер- 
ticism shudders at the awfulness of the ruin after it shall 
have plunged Christ and Christianity into the bottomless 
gulf. 

And what does she propose to give us in exchange? No 
religion at all? That is beyond her power. Man’s moral 
nature forbids it. No. She proposes to give us a religion 
without any sacred books ; without any authentic Revela- 
tion from God; without any historic church; without any 
religious rites ; without any holy Sabbath ; without any cer- 
tainty of immortality. For says Alger, as he closes his 
“« Critical History of the Doctrine of a Future Life,” “ We 
may hope, but we cannot know.” And so we are left with- 
out any guiding light but the manifold contradictions of 
sceptical schools, disprovin geach others theories, in wander- 
ing mazes lost. (And Strauss praises his deceased brother 
“ for having never yielded, not even on his death bed, to the 
deceitful temptation of deriving comfort from the empty 
dream of another world.” What then is the out-look? Can 
such a religion, think you, conquer Chiristianity, with her 
Bible Record, studded with such constellations as the Law of 
Sinai; the Psalms of David; the Epistles of Christ’s dis- 
ciples, all glowing in the central blaze of the Sun of Right- 
eousness? They have from the beginning, and must forever 
pour their Revelations of light and love upon the world, so 
long as leaden types, and steam engines, and regenerated 
hearts shall repeat, and multiply, and perpetuate the Records 
which hold them fast in every written language. With 
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these celestial luminaries ever burning, and multiplying them- 
selves, as copies of the Bible are multiplied, till they shall 
fill the whole heavens, and shine down on the whole earth, 
can scepticism extinguish their light; which even she is com- 
pelled to confess shines clearer and purer than any other be- 
sides? No, my brethren. Light will scatter darkness, but 
· darkness cannot conquer light. Christianity has won every 
inch of Christendom by conquests, and so she shall win 
the world. Every struggle with scepticism has enlarged her 
boundaries, and revealed her broader foundations; and the 
fiercer the struggle, the more decisive and triumphant the 
victory. But for Renan’s Life of Jesus, we had never had 
the utter annihilations of fallacies, by such unanswerable re- 
plies, as those of Guizot, De Pressense and Dr. Henry B. 
Smith. But for Strauss and the German Rationalist, we 
had never had those profoundest discussions, still developing 
broader glories, and wealthier resources of the Christian 
faith, by Tholuck, and Neander, and Lange, and Schaaf, and 
Ullman, and Dorner, and the rapidly growing host of strong 
minded and earnest hearted Evangelical German thinkers. 
We say then ia conclusion: With the open Bible shining 
on the world, containing its own divine witness to an open 
sepulchre, and a risen Saviour; having its testimonies con- 
firmed by its Christian Institutions; and its divine revelations 
published to the ends of the earth by its Christian Church, 
which stands at the head of Christian civilization, and leads 
the nations ; and with its whole past history brilliant in its 
record of aggressive conquests: let the disciples of Ration- 
alism, of Deism, of Pantheism, and Atheism, gather in one 
dense darkness ай the mists of scepticism, that they may 
extinguish the light, end eclipse the glory of the Sun of 
Righteousness. Yet the Christian believer standing amid the 
splendors of the resurrection morn, may say, as Athanasius 
is said to have remarked of Julian, the Apostate ; when work- 
ing with all his might to obscure the sunshine of Christianity, 
and forever extinguish its light. “ Nebicula est; transi- 
bit.” It is but a little cloud; it will soon pass by. And 
when it passes, the cloud itself becomes luminous, and is 
changed to one blazing mass of resplendent glories ; reflected 


22 


radiances, from that sun it sought to hide. Let them “take 
counsel against the Lord and against His Anointed ; and He 
that sitteth in the heavens, shall laugh; the most High 
shall have them in derision.” Let them gather all their 
hosts, and unite all their forces to prevail against the church 
of Christ. Let the beast and the false prophet join their 
alliance ; and put forth all their strength in the agony of a 
dying struggle. It shall only aid by outward pressure, to 
buing all the believers in Christ into a closer unity of faith 
and love. It shall only intensify their devotion, and recon- 
secrate their energies, and their resources, till they count 
not their own lives dear unto them, in the services of Him, 
who leadeth them onward, seated upon a white horse, as He 
goeth forth conquering and to conquer. Let the struggle 
become world-wide, the victory shall become world wide, too ; 
till every hill and plain, and vale and mountain of the re- 
deemed globe shall echo and re-echo the shout, “ THE 
LORD IS RISEN, INDEED.” « Alleluia, for the Lord 
God omnipotent reigneth.” 


